
















































































































October 5, 2003 
 
SEPA Center 
P.O. Box 47015 
Olympia, WA 98504-7015 
 
Comments on SEPA File No. 02-091300 
 
 
 As a life long resident of Whatcom County, a Certified Forester and small forest landowner, I would 
like to submit the following comments on the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan.  My forest management 
experiences in Whatcom County, including the Lake Whatcom Watershed, leads me to the conclusion that 
appropriate management of DNR trust lands in the Lake Whatcom watershed should be similar to the “ no 
action alternative”.  This alternative has been developed over the years through numerous scientific studies 
and public involvement.  It sufficiently assures public safety and protects the lake’s water supply, while 
providing the required trust revenues.  I would concur with the Departments of Ecology and Health that 
forest management is the preferred land use to protect water quality.  I strongly disagree with the planning 
committee’s preferred alternative and the other more restrictive proposal’s.  These alternatives were 
politically driven agendas, with solutions spawned by individual efforts to prove “one person can make a 
difference”.  One motivated person can make a difference, but the rest of us have to pay the price.  Here are a 
few of my main points: 
• This watershed with its second and third growth forest has been studied for years and present regulations 

provide more than adequate protection. 
• The listed alternatives would be bad policy for DNR trust lands.  What is finally done for Lake 

Whatcom sets precedence and will be pushed onto other trust lands. 
• I am very concerned that more restrictions for public lands in Lake Whatcom will also be imposed as 

additional regulations for small forest landowners in the watershed.  The impacts of this would be very 
counter productive. 

• It is also very bad policy to have a plan with no flexibility or ability to apply adaptive management in the 
future, as new information is discovered.  Having a plan that says 50% of the land can never be touched 
and aerial applications of herbicides and fertilizers can never be used, are not reasonable long term 
management objectives.       

• The revenues that go to the trust recipients should not be reduced any further.  The federal forest solution 
to just replace timber receipts with tax dollars should not be continued. 

• Many other businesses in this area depend on the timber harvested on trust lands.  These include sawmill 
employers, loggers, construction crews, reforestation workers and all the other related businesses. 

 
Starting with the legistlation and ending with the planning committee, this was a flawed process, with 
emotion, deception and politics leading the charge.  I request that the Forest Board use good common 
sense and support the rules presently in place to protect the Lake Whatcom watershed. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom Westergreen 
4800 south Pass Road 
Sumas, WA 98295   




















































































